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Tc >*uin haa from tigroid rei appeal in. G.A. 75-1596* 7/24/73 

Or. KSag recorr'a 

■pj» attached copies arc from the "ocnror 0 & C as provided to taa Csstor 

for .-ia r-lonal -ioeurlty btudlea anc a?t provided to "O dwapita the a<g* of ay request 
for records of which these arc part. 

I tsay have .arofldsxi copies of so m oi those earlier in coniioesioa with ay appeal. 

1 use these here to provide IXuistrstloaa of what I regard so i*. proper witfchoidiagB 
in part la addition to tbo -.lthhoining of whet had already been processed, 

S i m il ar records ware withheld la ^ls Laser* a C.A* 77-0692 on tfcM erased that th*y 
are required to -are been sequestered la the -.atioaal Archives tstder Judge Keith's order. 
Thoae copies wore provided to Horton Hal peril: Iona after Judge asdth‘ a order. 

I do sot have copies of the wostojhects. neoasst-i the PSI did not indicate tho 
exemptions elalued they are not known to re. 

Disclosure of tb© Hoover note on the Sullivsa to Salsars saao of 1/27/64 
aoess to km to sake a mockexy of the FuL's claim to have to withhold solely to protect 
privacy mi to eomply with Judge 5slth*s order. 

Xt reads* M I don’t slmre the conjecture, ding is a ' tco cat* with obsessive do- 
v&avnX sexual gone word uanioer." 

fhls Is one of three doc treats 1 have staple-:; togsthar. 

In Jw first ths; thsa A&a£ Is rUlweuiseo "requested authority for tbo ii«ta01stia*i M 
of a bug* gr-ystod by 2 w .daunt aroner. There is a single ©blits r ation tfc at, in context, 
doe* not appear to Justify slain; to exemption at this point more than 14 years later 
and with all that has been sia cloned. (I am alao Apponlia," these and the other 
withholdings la and of t ha e records.) 

Thar* ere four oblito rations at throe points in the second fvtes. vteLah 1 have quoted 
the Hoover note. The ono-tlsa-only symbol eastern to cover the buasLag do not appear 
to » to moot the requirements for vlthho ding and they osrtainly aw not explained by 
all tbo flu eaplanatieEa for such withholdings of ^hlch X know. 

^hkvther or not the authorisation by the AS covered such bugging* mi 2 «s not aware 
of any such authorisation, the FBI extended it to Include "his associates while in 
■’ilvautoee." 

1 balievte the apuriousoass of tbs "nctioaal security* dais is slaar 1a paragraph 
5 as It ia in the lie owe; note. 

According to of these attached reoaerdstte fcilwruke* ildd Office tees 

correct 1- its "cen^eo -ure" bet ause it states "that tea sisur wad unproductive*? *bs.i 
folUr-s further debunks the "xiaticstil e.curity'' daisc* "ss there wore so activities of 
interest developed." That "tb# sdtnir ’Ks therefore discontinued" mesas the <m* 4 of the 
use of the symbol in 1964. 

r *fcls and tfcj- fSSSJ 11 reoorw provide the nasaa of eight officials whose records 
should b searched. The first adds another name. 

23mt two records of October 19* ’965 and January 21* 1«j6c bear the file number the 
psior three identify as "June" but those teotear no such designation. 'J bsac too Also 
appear to belie tbs olals that ?dl rocoraa of that period **re aster aUar.iiied. There 

the ,, -»«>or©t" c l f*. a * if icati sa. T-ey alao a-akit It appear that fors— letter n’v^tifinn 

Xand representation wore n^gsrded as adequate for taa" Attorney J>neral. 



•Jh<?se r^resisnfcations and that of *H- Rt-rt record* the to/27/65 t&m te the A£, 
appeal' to emirate if not to falsify to obtain the AG ’ 3 jfctaiaainn for the M'g 
oaapaiei against Jr. -'±n£. ifere the r&prfia^tatid*. ia that the stwreillanoe at 3CJU: 
headqaartei'a '♦baa provided considerable valuable intellirpmee iofonart!.o.t concrroiag 
oo^tfeilot Influence..." 

1 aa not «vcrs of any inforcation of this kind being developed. I tm ®j«re of 
recromltione that ttere was sot any such infonastioc sa« the representation 
of the Church ooes'ulttae of tha actJire. 

I '*■ Hove tMa rolataa to the lcgitianey of -jny clrlr for erasntion for *t«w 
records obtain*. In this iaafcicn. 

lour l«ttfci to Mr. Twsodiaader of CSS limns indicates that the P5?I told jm it 
has not yet cosae to «jr pertinent request. I recall no meb-r Icing ss^igned by the 
?ai md I do net recall any letter in vhioh I was given either the sequence of this 
request or the aproxiaate tloe the FBI axpecteu to am aeh it. 1 do recall **»•>>•- r- 
verbally that the request weald be preaesaee aa soon os the* reeorda being tranafarstai 
to the *rcblve& sad aeea seaovwd. ’hi a wtm about a year agq. 

If I have net already appealed this delay 1 believe 1 should, anc I oo, to bo 
able to obtain the kind of informtien reflected in the proceeding paragraph. *rpr 
ay expo "ioncoe I aia act a li i lag to aoaune a sequential processing of raauests, 
jepedaliy -hen this request was act processed prior to tha of das who 

haii been assigned to -'rojact Onslaught and acre, after thr judge i« C.A.75-199S 
saspirfcea that se^& of those be. assigned prior to tfcsir baing rvtureari to their 
ilcld posts. 



